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the past few years there has been increasing 
interest expressed adoption. This interest has 
ecome broad the community itself: social 
agencies, legislators, physicians, attorneys, and Mr. 
John Public—not the least whose number are 
those wishing adopt. 
The responsibility plac- 
ing child who has been de- 


belonging” someone. For the adopting 
parents flows from their drive make the child 
really their own. The child gives evidence this 
his deep need have “real” mother and father. 

opportune and right that concentrate 
the present practices adoption because that 


our immediate concern. The 


lives hundreds children 


prived the care his CONTENTS who are placed each year 
natural parents another Page will fusion two differ 
home, where permanent ent and varying elements. 
all the services that come INTAKE generation their will 
within agency’s scope, Court Work........ 


none call for 
and wisdom. Children whose 
their natural parents 
their own homes are situ- 
ated through the goodness 
all-wise Providence. For 
those children 
been deprived this good 
fortune there must de- 
veloped the closest approxi- 
mation it. This task re- 
quires infinite skill. means taking over the most 
important prerogatives that any human being can 
assume; means taking over responsibility for the 
whole physical, mental and spiritual development 
the child. This must done artificial setting 
and agency may not lose sight the fact that the 
adopted child never own child the adopting 
parents. The importance the emotional denial 
this reality presses from all sides. Within the agency 
springs from its desire give the child the feeling 
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obscured. They and their 
children will bring new 
generation the 
traditions the family with 
whom they have shared their 
lives. doing, they will 
relate these traditions and 
ideals something 
themselves, some part 
themselves that rooted 
their own inheritance. The 


adoption widespread and 


movement 


enthusiasm runs high, and there bound some 
mark influence, result, our future cultural 
development. Hence, from the child’s viewpoint and 
the community’s only the best practice may 
tolerated. Because are aware the significance 
each individual adoptive placement, recognize the 
degree responsibility the agency assumes under- 
taking this function. 

Our concern about the boarding parent who ap- 
plies adopt the obligation the agency give 
each child the best possible home. The child’s happi- 


ness paramount the consideration adoptive 
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home for him. Naturally this possible only when 


the foster parents achieve happiness. 


What the Dilemma? 


Why adoptive probably adoptive children 
get into boarding home rather than immediately 
their permanent adoptive home? the term “‘board- 
ing wish indicate one which has not, 
the time placement specific child, indicated 
any interest adoption. not refer the so- 
called prospective adoption program which con- 
scious part adoption service place the child 
who may become adoptable home which 
interested eventual adoption.* These families have 
applied adopt have least expressed wish 
adopt. 

The agency needs have assurance that the 
prospective adoptive child legally free, psycho- 
logically and physically ready for his permanent 
home. Out this need has developed the practice 
placing children who ultimately may adopted, 
boarding-homes. Until recently adoption agencies 
have generally stood aloof from early infant place- 
ments order that question unanswered far 
readiness the baby for adoption concerned. 
Boarding home care had been used explore, 
analyze and evaluate the heredity the child and 
explore, analyze and evaluate 
and physically. the other end the pendulum 
find the experiments with placing the infant directly 
into the adoptive home, where the study the child 
completed. This practice too limited for the 
purpose reducing the wide use the boarding 
home. would not wish give the impression that 
advocate using the adoptive home complete every 
child study. must recognized that all too many 
situations are uncertain that sufficient assurance 
cannot given warrant this practice. our 
present stage knowledge and skill this caution 
seems the best interests the child and the 
adoptive parents. 


Causes the Dilemma 


Why some children remain temporary board- 
ing care The child not legally free for 
adoptive placement does make considerable 
number. There also the child about whom know 
little, there the child about whom know 
great deal, and either situation creates need for 
boarding care, the abandoned baby, whose real 
abandonment not immediately established, and 


The Unadoptable Baby Achieves Adoption, Feb- 
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whose heredity and whose physical and 
conditions are Unquestionably, 
this group children needs period boarding care 
rather than immediate adoptive placement. How- 
ever, have been thinking about this group 
children, and have found ways shortening the time 
temporary care. The child with physical and men- 
tal handicaps who needs specialized services even 
before diagnosis can given requires interim 
placement before adoption can considered. 

Not the least consequence the adoption agency 
which overburdened with work and lack 
personnel that children necessity wait too long 
before they are considered for adoptive home, 
They usually wait boarding home. Even though 
such agencies might progressive and believe 
early placements, their reality situation prevents 
them from actually coming grips with this very 
urgent problem. much for the situation from the 
point view the adoption agency. 

What the boarding home itself? There 
inexhaustive list motives among the applicants 
board children. and large, however, 
interest the welfare children that involved 
taking this step. When the boarding home studied 
these motives are explored, and assume that they 
are settled the satisfaction the agency and the 
boarding parents before the home put into use. 
sure that agencies general discuss the tempo- 
rary nature the placement boarding children. 
just sure, though, that the usual boarding 
parent does not realistically anticipate the feelings 
about termination care his home. When 
finally faces and tries come grips with it, 
naturally suffers. does not matter too much 
whether the child returns his own home goes 
into another kind care, there emotional in- 
volvement which the boarding parents must face and 
with which they must deal. some instances the 
degree pain more intense when known that 
the child question free for adoption. matter 
fact, would want use boarding home unless 
there was capacity for giving and receiving affection? 
Vhat the family has not the ability and security 
give the relationship without struggle not 
necessarily bad. find ourselves situation 
helping the foster parents handle 
within themselves which gives good home 
child. 

Some the difficulties this problem are alle- 
viated when the child’s parents parent visit the 
home. When demonstrated interest the boarding 
parent must share the child with its own parent, 
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less accept separation. Although cannot 
overlooked that foster parents sometimes 
the right own parents take their children 
back their own homes. Where the child’s parents 
are not the picture, the frequency visits the 
caseworker and the nature the responsibility 
assumed the agency may take the place parent 
interest. would not wish simplify the situation. 
not simple one for those most concerned—the 
child, the boarding parents, the agency and adoptive 
parents. would not wish convey the idea that 
there one answer, nor that the difficulty will solve 
itself because have achieved understanding 
what has brought about. 


The Responsibility the Agency 


the final analysis, the agency that must 
responsible for the decision placement re- 
placement. agency has right leave child 
home where has conviction that not the best 
home for the child. the agency’s obligation 
remove such child when first becomes aware 
the limitation the placement. take for 
granted that the agency has permitted particular 
child remain home too long, which does not 
serve his needs, the agency must face its responsi- 
bility for this act. cannot meet the problem 
squarely leaving the child the placement be- 
cause the boarding parents cannot bear the separa- 
tion. Agencies which insist removal such chil- 
dren and placement planned adoptive homes have 
arrived this practice because experience has taught 
them that these boarding parents really not wish 
adoption. 

When boarding parent insists keeping child 
which the agency planned remove, agencies whose 
policy not consider such applications for 
adoption have times had resort the courts for 
support. The court usually, given the facts, will 
support the agency. those occasions where the 
court does not see fit so, least the agency has 
gone far can the discharge its obligations. 
agency likes, course, carry its conscience 
the poor placements has fostered because mis- 
takes made. 

What are the circumstances with which must 
cope when this dilemma develops? reiterate—a 
family has applied board child, often family 
which has not considered adoption nor the implica- 
tions involved. The family has opened its home and 
its heart child and now faces separation. The 
family reasons that has given this child loving and 
adequate care, and why cannot they adopt the child 
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may not forget that these are lay people, thinking 
lay people, and that they not have the experience 
foresight professional discipline. The threat 
separation renders the indisposed 
realistically what adoption means. Even the process 
the adoption application and home study may 
unrealistic. know that homes that apply board 
children are not necessarily good prospective adop- 
tive homes. The reason seems simple. They not 
wish assume the responsibility implied adoption. 
the fact that the opportunity apply for 
adoption reveals their true desire boarding 
parents and has eased the difficult situation suffi- 
ciently that they have been able move and 
participate plan for the removal child from 
the home. The criteria for the approval for care 
children temporary basis are different than 
adoption where the plan becomes permanent one 
for child. 

may argued that the child has found place 
for himself particular family—his affectional ties 
have been formed and why disturb them? Those 
the children’s field have participated helping 
child separate from his own parents order that 
the child have better life. the preparation for 
such placement becomes more skilled, the trauma 
for the child becomes This must faced the 
case child who has formed ties boarding 
home. 

Sometimes agencies capitulate and permit child 
remain order avoid coming grips with 
unpleasant situation. Similarly some boarding par- 
ents apply adopt child they know, not because 
they really want adoption, but because they feel 
the easier solution—they cannot face separation. 
The problem providing permanent ties for child 
can hardly through such 
evasion. 

Most recent statistics indicate that there are 
twenty applications for every adoptive child.* This 
emphasizes our opportunity selective the 
interests the child and his adoptive parents. 

The agency which has convictions this area, and 
which has the courage carry out these convictions 
will criticized. Sometimes the agency will need 
face the impact combined public opinion that the 
agency has “‘no heart for children.” This impact may 
come from civilian groups, political groups and occa- 
sional scathing press misrepresentations. The future 
our children can entrusted the agency which 
reported United States Children’s Bureau. 
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Intake Children’s Protective and Court Work* 


SHAPAKER, Supervisor 
Children’s Aid and S.P.C.C., Buffalo, New York 


The Problem 

help parents and children protective work 
offers tremendous challenge. always hard, but 
especially for the workers who are doing 
several kinds work who have large caseloads and 
who have little opportunity for the stimulation which 
comes out sharing experience. Protective work 
must one the most and perplexing parts 
their job. 

Most are practicing casework because 
want help people—we feel need within ourselves 
service others. But when are function- 
ing protective work either out the circumstances 
our job out our feeling for children, can 
very well ask, how can express this desire 
service when families have come our attention 


because somebody has complained about them? The 
parents not only have not sought the help social 
agency but someone outside the family has said that 
they are not adequate their roles parents. They 
have been complained about. Out our own family 
living, whether has been deprived full one, 
can know what that means. our culture, the 
family inviolate, and matter how critical people 
the outside may one has the right intrude 
into family and, logically, every family has the 
right live they will they can regardless 
the judgment people outside the home. Families 
who come the attention protective services and 
courts have deeply within them the same concepts 
regarding the privacy their family life which are 
prevalent our culture. 

the worker believes this true, she will know 
that the parents resent her and that they are deeply 
hurt her coming. They will fear her and they will 
have fight her, perhaps openly, perhaps subtly. 
They will have need express her words 
otherwise, that her agency’s services are not wel- 
comed wanted. They will deny that these services 
are needed. 

Consequently, the worker with her strong desire 
help begins relationship with parents who are 
responding her and her agency with very nega- 
tive feelings. She representative her agency 
not wanted. But she has responsibility for the 
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children which she must fulfill and and large she 
will fulfill this giving help the parents. 


Casework Practice Relation the Child Pro- 
tective Field 


One the accepted basic casework concepts that 
the worker must with the client—child parent— 
feeling. value family life and individual 
rights, will not appreciate and understand that 
the feelings the parents could not otherwise 
than negative. How could they be? Can the worker 
stay with the parents these feelings, and can she 
help them express fully they can and share 
with them the meaning which the agency’s concern 
for the children has for them? not easy accept 
negative feelings which are directed us, even indi- 
rectly, and order accept them protective 
work must have appreciation the emotional 
impact parents when the agency’s services have 
been requested somebody outside the family. 

The worker must firm that the children need 
adequate care. She must feel that right for her 
there. believe that there part every 
parent which responds this regardless whether 
expressed words not. When mothers say, 
they frequently out their fear and resistance, 
“Here are children. they look neglected?” 
they are not necessarily denying their own knowledge 
that things are not right for the children, and there 
help for them the agency holds firmly its 
responsibility know more about the children and 
their care, and express with conviction its feeling 
about neglect when present. This particularly 
helpful the worker can have warmth and apprecia- 
tion for the parents well for the children. 

believe that these parents have the same 
strengths and weaknesses which are common all 
mankind. believe that they may have the 
capacity organize their strengths face the things 
which are wrong for their children and make things 
different. Sometimes they cannot this; yet 
wrong for the worker deny that they may have 
such ability and consequently work without faith 
the person’s potential capacities 
giving him the opportunity test out. The 
strength and firmness the agency’s concern for 
neglected children, combined with their appreciation 
the parents people trouble, may source 
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real help parents who have been unwilling 
unable give enough their children. One the 
most potent factors our growth individuals can 
our response greater additional responsi- 
bility. Often parents, feeling the authority inherent 
tion themselves the interests their children 
which greater than they themselves had believed 
possible. This certainly more apt happen 
the casework service given sensitively and with 
real feeling for the parents well for the children. 
When the parents cannot make necessary changes the 
worker challenged accept this and appreciate 
its meaning for them and the suffering they experi- 
ence when the agency takes the responsibility for 
their children which normally theirs. 


The Role the Agency—Its Responsibility and Its 
Authority 


order give help protective services need 
have conviction about the authority which our 
agency carries are comfortable using it. 
This conviction leaves free relate the parents 
and accept their responses. The children are our 
concern but most our work done with the par- 
ents. only can help the parents identify 
with our standards care for the children that 
give service our clients. And parents will take help 
proportion our ability stay firmly with our 
responsibility the children, and the same time 
relate these parents with full appreciation 
their troubles relation their children and rela- 
tion our interception their family life. However, 
the children are the clients, and the agency’s obliga- 
tion them. Because this, the beginning con- 
tacts with the parents, the worker needs carry her 
agency’s responsibility know their care and how 
they are responding it. this discussion she can 
relate sensitively the parents, and she can 
appreciative the difficulties which they are having 
fulfilling their responsibilities their children, 
they may begin feel the help and support inherent 
protective service which implemented case- 
work skills. 


The Acceptance Complaints 


Let consider this more concretely, starting with 
the complainant’s application. Families with few 
exceptions become known protective agencies be- 
cause the application for service behalf the 
children made somebody outside the home. The 
agency must determine the neglect the child 
sufficiently serious that they have responsibility 
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portant responsibility carry because small 
matter family when protective agency be- 
comes concerned about their children. know that 
many parents within their own limitations give 
their children the most that they can, but the families 
live such way that they incur dislike, prejudice, 
and irritation from their neighbors. However, the 
agency has responsibility separate the motives 
and feelings the complaint order ascertain 
there truly seems neglect. Although the com- 
plainant’s motivation may other than concern for 
the children, still may telling about serious 
neglect. not easy, for instance, evaluate the 
report irate landlord mother-in-law who 
dislikes her son’s wife. But the agency has real 
concern for children and belief that the parents’ 
lives which not affect directly the welfare the 
children are not their professional concern, helps. 
addition, the agency needs clear about the 
kind and degree neglect which they feel their 
responsibility evaluate. surprising how willing 
complainants may see that the agency 
functioning only the interest the children when 
the worker clear her focus the welfare the 
children and when she knows that the other parts 
the complaint are not concern her. 

could spend our entire time considering the 
work protective agency with the complainant. 
How give community interpretation this 
point? What our response the complainant’s 
anger indignation? take his feeling and 
condemn the family with him, or, the other 
extreme, forget him person with troubles 
and become defensive the interests the client? 
our work with the family goes on, how much 
feel free share the content our interviews 
with him? Does feel like violation the confi- 
feel that community member, has right 
some report from the agency since initiated our 
service? These are important questions and ones 
which wish had more time consider. 


The Caseworker’s Approach the Family 


But let the work with the family. the 
agency which work, excepting when there are 
serious emergencies, write the parents telling them 
that there has been complaint, and make 
appointment see them. This appointment usually 
made for the parents come the office rather 
than for the worker the home. seems 
infringement parental rights discuss the report 
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which has been made the presence the children, 
neighbors friends who may the home. also 
gives the worker and the parents opportunity 
talk without interruption. Apart from the difficulty 
talking without interruption, office interviews give 
the parents setting which makes possible 
single out and concentrate the situation which 
brought the agency into their lives. addition 
tacit expression the agency’s authority that 
the parents are asked come the agency and 
tell the worker the children’s care. 

rural worker often finds impracticable have 
interviews because distances. She might 
prefer write telling that she was coming out but 
her scheduling makes this However, man’s 
home his castle and whenever possible 
right know that protective court worker 
coming his home that can plan accordingly. 
may wish sure that the children are not 
the home, may want sure that relatives, 
friends, neighbors are not visiting. Both parents 
may wish present the interview. 

Later may necessary see the children but 
parents should know this and should have the 
opportunity prepare the children their own way. 
Furthermore, the casework process the worker 
should give them the opportunity express how 
they feel about and whenever possible decide 
when and how the children will seen. 

Frequently workers may gather information from 
other sources before seeing the parents. sometimes 
necessary see other people, but expect 
parents work with should start directly with 
them and the necessity arises share with them our 
need interview people outside the home. their 
children about whom are concerned and our re- 
spect for them parents and individuals makes 
right that directly them. 

the beginning contact the parents’ first reaction 
usually against the person who makes the com- 
plaint. This natural. There nobody who not 
hurt criticized third person, and when 
criticism their home life made social agency, 
nobody could fail resent whether not 
Added this, there fear because the 
power inherent agency. 

this fear which explains why parents seldom 
ask the beginning for the details the complaint. 
Sometimes they will ask quickly and tentatively but 
usually they escape from this into further expressed 
feeling against the complainant generalized and 
defensive discussion their home life. 
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The First Interview 

What the worker’s responsibility this point? 
believe that the family receives ultimate security 
this first interview the worker gives the complaint 
about the children its entirety. The agency has 
decided that has place the situation because 
has evaluated the entire complaint relation the 
children and thought indicated possible 
These are things which have been said about the 
family and they have the right know them. 
addition seems help the parents move toward 
working with the agency the situation for which 
they have come together. When are fearful there 
relief having the other person say aloud the 
things cannot bring ourselves ask. The parent 
may continue evade the specific complaint but 
and large will readier talk about his chil- 
dren’s situation. The worker will have the opportun- 
ity let him know that although she can tell him the 
whole complaint, she does not condemn him but she 
has appreciation for his own situation and the 
culty in. Out his experiences with lay people 
natural that does not expect this. 

Although most the first interview may about 
the complaint because the client cannot move from 
his resentment, essential this first interview 
that the client has some experience what the 
agency really is. must leave knowing 
what the report was, with realization that the agency 
has part his family life until knows there 
neglect, have some sense the agency’s willingness 
give service him parent, and when there 
serious neglect the agency will remain with the situa- 
tion until some changes have been made. Lastly, 
must feel that the agency believes him person 
and cares about the things which are happening 
him the neglect situation. 

When child has two parents, each has his her 
respective responsibility and each has equal stake 
the child’s welfare. Consequently, both parents 
should the casework situation. 


Evaluating Circumstances Surrounding Children 


have been wrestling with the question, how can 
use our agency’s authority and the same time 
the helping people which our social work function 
asks us? The legal requirement that children must 
have certain amount care reality. not 
our individual decision workers but one the 
conditions our community life known every- 


body including the parents who come our atten- 
tion. The agency’s responsibility determine 
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when considers neglect serious enough that 
becomes concerned about the children and, when 
they do, help parents change the situation 
their home else know that the children must 
have care elsewhere and participate the plan- 
ning this. 

and make this clear parents. complaint 
made member the community the authority 
the beginning may consist merely the 
obligation about the children’s and 
evaluate it. right that the parents know that 
point that the agency’s concern limited this 
evaluation. serious neglect found their right 
know that the agency must maintain concern for 
the children while the parents are given time and 
opportunities improve this situation, with with- 
out the agency’s help, and that they are unable 
unwilling this the agency must carry the re- 
sponsibility laying charges neglect court. 
Sometimes parents who are unwilling unable 
make things better for their children, deeply within 
themselves want the agency take this responsibil- 
ity, and helpful them the worker can accept 
reality their unwillingness inability make 
changes. 

There are situations which parents express this 
desire very clearly but not words. 


mother was living with her children with family which was 
about evicted. The mother had been drinking and had been 
leaving the care the children with her friends. They felt that 
they did not want continue carry this. The mother verbalized 
that she did not want place the children but her avoidance 
the worker and her lack other plans for them expressed that she 
felt this time she could not carry the responsibility for the 
children and wanted somebody else assume it. After placement 
she was able express this clearly and share with the worker 
the suffering had caused her. 


When the court has ordered the agency super- 
vise the children their own home, place them 
outside their home, the agency’s authority clear, 
and firm. The court has passed judgment that 
that time the parents have been unwilling unable 
give the children enough suitable care, else 
the children have got into trouble such degree 
that there must changes either the parents, 
the children, both. The agency these situa 
tions working authority delegated the court 
and essential that the worker and the client know 
and carry out the decision made court. may 
supervision their own homes; may placement. 
Sometimes the court order leaves the agency free 
supervise the children the home place them. 
Whatever the agency should clear and should 
help the family know what and hold them 
working the basis which the court has set up. 


How evaluate neglect? what the parents 
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are doing, what happening the children, 
emotionally and 

recent was made the six children 
widower were locked cut when their tather was drink 
ing. found that the father was emploved tull time. His fifteen 
vear-old daughter had full for her five sisters and 
brothers, addition the and shopping. 

The neighbor who made the complaint anony 
mously felt the did that apart from the 
father’s drinking these probably 
needed more and emotionally 
know what the family relationships mean each 
individual child this what physical priva 
tions each child enduring? There may children 
this group who could not grow elsewhere, 
whose family life represent essential strengths which 
cannot replaced, and other children this same 
family may feeling such deprivation that they will 
damaged sertously they remain home. Some 
times directly through the parent the worker can 
know what home means each individual child. But 
the parent may unwilling unable examine the 
situation for each child. Then the worker will need 
learn from the school, the doctor, perhaps the 
clergyman, other community people, who have 
direct contacts with the children, what the situation 
is. But never believe that should approach 
people outside the family without 
need with the parents. 


Conclusion 


hard for the caseworker come feel 
authority her agency may helpful parents 
well children. hard for her feel that 
protection children who are neglected part the 
pattern community living about which she needs 
have conviction and that she personally not 
imposing standards child care parents. The 
worker’s role take the parents the commun- 
ity’s concern when children are neglected and the 
same time know that the children will helped 
most when their parents are seen people who are 
trouble rather than people who not care 
about the welfare their children. She needs 
believe that when there neglect the parents without 
exception are unhappy about although they may 
deny this feeling. And last but not least she must 
know that whether children continue live home 
not she cannot ignore the deep bond between 
them and their parents. skill protective 
caseworker may tested her sensitivity the 
individual meaning this for the parents and for the 
children, family family, well her strength 
maintaining clearly and firmly the specific respon- 
sibility which her agency needs take for the 
children. 
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Our Children 1947 


(Excerpt the League’s Board Directors) 


Tue last month this year unlike any other 
December the history child welfare. 
North America are concerned behalf children 
Asia and Europe the extent that they also are 
our children. And there reason for limiting our 
interests these two continents and our own, for the 
children Africa, South America, Australia and the 
islands the seas, properly claim the attention 
our citizens and especially those who have com- 
mitted themselves serving children support- 
ing services essential child welfare. 

never before the boys and girls the world are 
our children. Countries which not need American 
food are using American ideas and literature, they 
are sending their child welfare workers here for ob- 
servation and study. 

Are the services children the United States 
worth such observation and study This question 
which should asked every part our country, 
for increasingly carry this double responsibility 
children here and children other lands. 

The question needs asked with all sincerity 
because much our own work deteriorated during 
the war and there danger that complacency 
which takes for granted that spending more 
money per capita youth the United States 
consequently are maintaining superior service. 

Within the year the staff the Child Welfare 
League America has been visited professional 
workers from nine countries, often bringing 
much more professional help than they took away. 
Some these guests have come through our 
occasional but organized co-operation with United 
Nations. The League has shared with the China Aid 
Council responsibility for year’s study child 
care the United States Miss Siao-sung Chen, 
who won many friends for herself and China while 
our country. Her residence for year St. 
Christopher’s School, Dobbs Ferry, New York under 
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that institution’s generous arrangement, 
entertainment August and September eight 
other League agencies, have been important factors 
this co-operative effort. The League touch 
with several child welfare leaders China, mostly 
Chinese but some them Americans, and Mr. 
Chang, Director the Welfare Division the 
Ministry Social Affairs China, has made several 
visits the League’s office, most recently consult 
hai, which may serve model for other 
While our government and overseas relief services 
are sending dollars and supplies far parts the 
world, the Child Welfare League America also, 
and never before, helping exporting profes- 
sional literature and consulting with official and un- 
official representatives other lands, China being 
only one the countries are privileged serve. 

The wartime lag which reduced the quality and 
effectiveness some the children’s agencies the 
United States has not been dispelled the extent 
hoped for 1947. Scarcity skilled workers re- 
mains acute and difficulty finding foster homes 
continues among our major problems. Costs serv- 
ice, most agencies, have increased more rapidly 
than the income needed with which meet the 
higher costs. Expansions many services are over- 
due and additional expansions can anticipated 
view the large increases the country’s child 
population, already realized and apparently 
expected next year. 

true our obligations trustees profes- 
sional workers, will challenged rather than 
dismayed the problems the new year. will 
deepen our concern for the children serve and for 
those who lack the services needed the United 
States and Canada, never forgetting the millions 
other lands who make child welfare tremendous 
obligation. 


New League Provisionals 


P.O. Box 2229 
111 Price Street 
Greensboro, North Carolina 
Miss Harriet Tynes, Executive Director 


AND CHILDREN’S SERVICE Min- 


NEAPOLIS 
Room 228 Citizens Aid Building 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
Mr. Caliman Rawley, Executive Director 
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Alice Dashiell 


Chairman the Day Care Committee the 
Child Welfare League America for the past four 
years, wish express personal regret the 
resignation Alice Dashiell from the staff. Miss 
Dashiell brought the League combination 
rare assets both her background and training and 
above all her personality. Her training execu- 
tive day nursery and her experience both 
public and private fields day care gave her great 
insight advising boards and staff with technical 
problems. Her charm and sympathetic understand- 
ing coupled with honest and forthright approach 
made her invaluable consultant. The members 
the Day Care Committee depended greatly upon 
her judgment and recognized her abilities. shall 
all miss her very muchand wish her success and hap- 


The Boarding Parents Apply Adopt— 
Dilemma 
(Continued from page 
has the security wise decisions and can face all 
these impacts and still give child the best 
possible substitute for his own home. 


Conclusions 


With our increased knowledge predicting 
child’s potential growth and development adoption 
agencies lessen tensions for the child and for boarding 
parents they will work toward earlier placements. 
Where the earlier placement children could 
achieved, the individual child and his adoptive par- 
ents derive greater satisfactions from each other. The 
infant comes his permanent home time when 
interdependence mother and child important. 

All agencies which work with the unmarried 
mother need give every help her make her 
decision about her baby the earliest possible 
moment that sound plans may made for adop- 
tion another kind care. Too often those working 
with the unmarried mother lose sight the fact that 
her concern well ours the child’s welfare. 
professional worker can use pressure the mother 
make decision which she really does not want, 
which will not the interests herself her 
child but positive helps can given her clarify her 
decision keep her baby relinquish it. 

The workers child welfare need re-think their 
own processes homefinding and supervision 
homes for infants. Can there new safeguards set 
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the homefinding process itself which will the 
advantage boarding parents 
their function? Some more intensive study motives 
for boarding children indicated. Inthe supervision, 
also, where possible adoptive children are placed, the 
agency needs take responsibility for training its 
workers alert the capacity boarding 
parents give the child placed their homes the 
kind affectionate care needs, which includes the 
freedom move on. 

Agencies whose function boarding and adoption 
should think terms evaluating homefinding 
each area determine what differentials there are 
the two types homes. What, for instance, 
require prospective adoptive parents that 
not require boarding parents? Positive helps would 
result from more careful definition the purpose 
the boarding home placement for those children 
who the time placement are not eligible for 
adoption, but who might eventually become eligible. 
Clear thinking and careful planning for these two 
types homes and their use would assure better 
services adoptable and probable adoptable chil- 
dren. One the great difficulties the field adop- 
tion, and likewise the work with the unmarried 
mother, the dearth research the actual results 
the methods and skills have employed the 
present. Because the adoptive process has been held 
the strictest confidence has not been possible 
really observe and evaluate sufficiently large num- 
ber children placed for adoption the time 
their adolescence past-adolescence determine 
the adjustment made the child and the parents, 
and their relationship each other. 


Since adoption has assumed new status may 
possible the future undertake some such evalua- 
tive studies. The trend toward making the child 
aware his adoptive status early reduces the possi- 
bility embarrassment and trauma, should 
involved such study. would able plan 
with greater security could establish standard 
based upon facts against which measure our 
present practice. This would helpful isolating 
our good and bad placements for comparative study. 
present hear most about the ultimately bad 
placement and little the good—and not enough 
either definitive. 

There question but that can reduce the 
incidence this dilemma the temporary boarding 
home sharpening our own skills, being alert 
the possibilities involved and building each 
adoption agency adequate service for children. 
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Clothing Cost and Practice 
Child Placing Agency’s Evaluation 


The Delaware County Children’s Aid 
Society, private foster home placement agency de- 
cided reconsider clothing allowances conjunction 
with other financial costs placement, view the 
increasing cost living. committee composed 
four members the Board Directors and one 
professional staff worker was charged with estimating 
the cost adequate clothing for the children care 
the agency. This involved studying the number 
well the various items clothing needed. re- 
sulted settingup itemized lists and estimated costs* 
clothing considered necessary for different age 
groups based experience well the thinking 
the committee about the importance for children 
and for foster parents adequate clothing. 


Method Clothing Distribution 


Practice with regard responsibility for and 
method distribution clothing related the 
agency’s casework philosophy and practice. First, 
however, with regard providing clothing, our 
agency has assumed the responsibility for providing 
clothing for children the basis need within the 
limits fixed clothing budget. The agency does not 
wholesale buying and does not maintain clothing 
department. There small amount new clothing 
supplied the agency the Needlework Guilds 
each year which kept the office used when 
advisable meeting clothing requests. Upon the 
agency’s request most these contributions have 
been for infants and small children. Having small 
reserve clothing hand has been helpful 
emergencies such new child coming into care with 
practically clothing augmenting the ward- 
robe child whose clothing account has been ex- 
hausted. But for the most part the agency prefers 
allow child and his foster mother much freedom 
possible planning and selecting the clothing 
needed. These needs are discussed with the child’s 
caseworker who can help, necessary, keep foster 
mother and child aware the clothing budget and 
the need for long-range planning since clothing bud- 
gets are set for the period the fiscal year. Most 
foster mothers the shopping means written 
authorizations from the caseworker which permits 
charging agency accounts local stores. 

When child comes into care his own parents are 
responsible for bringing with him the clothing has. 


Available through Child Welfare League America. 
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From the time placement, parents bear the same 
responsibility for clothing that they for board, 
medical and dental expenses; 1.e., the cost clothing 
included the amount support they arrange 
pay. This true not only for private cases but also 
for the families children whose support assumed 
the public agency responsible for dependent and 
neglected children. The Children’s Aid Society clari- 
fies with all parents children care that the 
amount support paid, from whatever source, in- 
cludes clothing costs. The parents not supply 
clothing directly with the possible exception spe- 
cial items which might given birthday 
Christmas gifts. 


Items and Costs Studied* 


The first task the clothing committee was 
compile itemized lists clothing considered adequate 
for different age groups. For this the committee used 
guide the clothing lists the Philadelphia 
Bureau the Children’s Aid Society 
vania revising eliminating adding these 
seemed indicated. The committee also reviewed the 
clothing budgets for children the family low cost 
budget guide published the Council Social 
Agencies Philadelphia 1944 but considered that 
both the cost and the items allowed were too low for 
our standards. There were six age groups used: birth 
one year, one three years, four six, seven 
ten, eleven fourteen, and fifteen and over. Separate 
lists were compiled for boys and girls for all but the 
first two groups. the basis these lists the com- 
mittee proceeded estimate the cost clothing 
needed for children each the groups for period 
year. There was current information available 
about standard prices for various items clothing 
the committee worked with the actual clothing ex- 
penses for the last fiscal period derive average 
price for each article clothing. This involved con- 
siderable time and effort. Individual printed clothing 
cards are kept the agency for each child which 
the articles clothing and prices are listed each 
month the bookkeeper. The committee separated 
these cards into the various age groups. Large work 
sheets were made for each group listing the cate- 
gories clothing and leaving room for tabulation. 
From each the clothing cards the prices actually 
paid for each article were transferred the proper 
column the work sheets. From these figures 
average prices were obtained for all clothing items. 


Between and items are listed. Costs for the different age 
groups are from $95.08 $167.77. 
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These average prices were then applied the stand- 
ard list clothing get the complete cost 
clothing child each age group. for example the 
average price pajamas for one group was found 
$1.79 and the standard list clothing allowed 
three pairs pajamas the total cost that item 
would $5.37. this way total cost the 
clothing list for each group was obtained. 

There were several questions that the committee 
had about this problem estimating costs. One con- 
cerned the wide range prices due fluctuations 
market prices and due the fact that when clothing 
was scarce there had substitutions which might 
more less expensive than the things that would 
purchased more normal times. The committee 
considered, however, that this method study 
would give valid picture the actual situation 
regard clothing prices that time and this 
area. The fact that the one hundred and seventy-one 
clothing cards used represented the total number 
children care for that period eliminated any 
question biased sampling. Another question before 
the committee was the rise prices from the period 
the clothing cards covered the time when this 
study was made. take care this the percentage 
increase clothing prices this area for that 


interim period was obtained from the Bureau 


Labor Statistics and the total cost the clothing for 
each age group was corrected make applicable 
current prices. 


The Responsibility the Agency 


One the important results the committee’s 
work clothing budgets was the re-examination 
staff the agency’s way handling clothing respon- 
sibility. For this study was truly product joint 
participation board and staff. There was chan- 
nelling information and thinking back and forth 
between committee and staff. The committee con- 
sidered the suggestions from staff which came from 
professional experience and incorporated them into 
their report. Staff turn used the findings the 
committee look their own philosophy and 
practice. 

interesting that the conclusions arrived 
staff were not significantly different from actual prac- 
tice. The evaluation this practice however had its 
value sharpening concepts and strengthening con- 
victions about the way which clothing 
bility could handled most helpfully for children. 

Our agency considers clothing one the essential 
needs for which takes responsibility when accepting 


CHILD WELFARE LEAGUE AMERICA BULLETIN 


for placement. This concept respon- 
sibility basic the agency’s relationship parent, 
child and foster parent. There sharing between 
foster mother and worker planning the wardrobe 
but the agency which determines clothing 
standards, sets structure for supplying clothing 
and provides financial support for this. These three 
points are derived directly from the broader concept 
the agency’s responsibility for the child place- 
ment. The agency determines standards for foster 
care, sets the structure (foster homes) and sup- 
ports this financially. This method dealing with 
clothing seems have value for everyone involved; 
the child, his own parents and his foster parents. 


For some children the agency may need help 
both child and foster mother accept practical limita- 
tions based real needs and the amount 
money available for that child. Often foster children 
and foster parents have more difficulty with the 
amount clothing needed and the cost than children 
living with their own parents because this pretty 
tangible thing which put the feelings that arise 
the course the many adjustments child and 
foster parents must make learning live together. 
insecure child may demand excesses clothing 
prove himself wanted. hostile child who 
resents placement may destroy clothing rather de- 
liberately aggressive gesture toward the author- 
ity agency and foster parents. this way 
carrying responsibility for clothing worker has 
opportunity aware the way which 
child may using clothing expression some 
his difficulty. 

Children are not the only ones who try work out 
their feelings concretely the clothing area. Often 
foster mothers with similar feelings insecurity and 
resistance authority may expressing their need 
for help learning their role foster mother 
through their problems about clothing. defining 
and clarifying together the difference the responsi- 
bility which belong worker and foster mother, 
foster mother sees philosophy translated into prac- 
tice very understandable way. More than the 
immediate result solving clothing 
achieved moreover foster parents are able use 
other areas this understanding agency structure 
which they are such significant part. 

The agency’s way working allows foster mothers 
exercise considerable choice selection clothing 
without jeopardizing the sharing relationship between 
agency and foster parents. Foster mothers also have 
the advantage being able shop time need 
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and convenience without having use money from 
their own budget would happen the clothing 
budget child was prorated and paid 
monthly basis foster parents. participating 
the planning and selection his clothing child 
gains valuable experience learning how shop 
wisely and how adjust needs the limitations 
budget. 


Parents’ Responsibility 


Staff was interested its observations that the 
parents children our care have little problem 
regard buying clothing. This clarified with par- 
ents the time their application and they under- 
stand that the cost clothing well medical, 
dental and board expenses included the rate 
support they will pay, determined with them the 
intake process. This gives parent sense respon- 
sibility for total support for his child and minimizes 
the guilt which might have his responsibility 
was not clearly defined. For parents too know 
clothing spot where they may put their own 
feelings about placement their child and attempt 
control the situation way which can quite 
destructive children. this happened would 
create intensify confusion for the child the 
role the foster parents and his own parents 
relation himself placement. would certainly 
remove essential part the normal day-by-day 
experience living family group which the 
whole point foster home care for children. Our 
agency’s way handling clothing removes the par- 
ents’ direct control and one the sources conflict 
between parents and foster parents. 

Practically, the agency able stretch its over-all 
clothing budget cover needs more adequately 
retaining control financing because discounts 
given charge accounts, the use new clothing 
supplied Needlework Guilds and the balancing 
children’s accounts where unused funds for certain 
children may directed the accounts children 
whose needs cannot met the standard budget 
for their age groups. 


Results Study 


result its study the clothing committee 
presented board and staff itemized lists clothing 
considered adequate for children the various age 
groups. The estimated cost for each list was included 
the committee’s report. developing the clothing 
lists the committee recognized the importance 
adequate, attractive clothing and the fact indi- 
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vidual differences children’s needs because such 
factors their own emotional problems, their rate 
growth and differences standards the foster 
homes. The lists were therefore set standard 
and was recommended that they used guide 
meeting clothing needs. Not all children would 
need want the complete list. But there would 
instances where child needed more than was set 
standard. this was recognized and the reason 
for established, the request could handled the 
discretion the worker. 

The board used the findings the committee 
relation cost clothing complete their study 
the total cost care for children which was basis 
for asking for increased support from 
officials who are financially responsible for the major- 
ity our children. 


The re-examination its clothing practice 
was stimulated and aided the work the clothing 
committee. The final report the committee was 
used staff the very practical consideration 
how allocate the over-all clothing budget which was 
less than the estimated amount needed cover the 
standard lists, more realistically than the arbitrary 
method which had been used allowing the same 
amount for all children. the basis the actual and 
the estimated costs for each age group proportion- 
ate budget relation funds available was set 
which the agency adhering for the current year. 
Our budget still less than the amount needed 
meet the standards set but the agency continu- 
ing work for increased money for clothing and for 
the first time there clearly defined goal based 
realistic measure the need. 

This study clothing cost and practice was ini- 
tiated because the firm conviction board and 
staff that clothing essential part good care for 
children and that much responsibility 
agency foster homes and medical care. the basis 
this thinking wanted consider what factors 
were involved handling clothing responsibly and 
how these affected the total casework job. doing 
this found that cost and practice could never 
completely separated since these two subjects had 
significant implications for each other. analyzing 
practice, staff articulated and re-emphasized its belief 
that clothing vital part care for children and 
that integral part this broader concept 
must necessarily part total agency structure. 


FARQUHAR, Caseworker 
The Delaware County Children’s 
Media, 
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National Conference, April 18-24, 1948 
are already under way for the Child Welfare 
League Program the National Conference 
Social Work, which will held Atlantic City. 
The League’s headquarters will the Dennis Hotel. 

Miss Marguerite Gane, Executive Secretary, 
the Children’s Aid and SPCC Buffalo, chairman 
the committee planning the League’s meetings. 
The committee includes both Board members and 
professional social workers. 

achieve successful program the Program Com- 
mittee seeking new material which might used. 
are interested having descriptions ways 
which child welfare agencies have improved the 
quality professional services offered and explana- 
tions new developments agencies. expected 
that papers submitted will provide for least two 
sessions. The papers should either 2,000 3,500 
words length and can written any subject 
the field child welfare. For example, 
material needed many phases 
practice, homefinding, use boarding homes, pro- 
tective service, and day care. Much more needs 
written casework service children 
disturbed delinquent, intake service, local public 
welfare service children, agency administration, 
board organization, and community planning 
child welfare. Suggestions other subjects are 
also invited. 


Conferences 

Southern Regional Conference has been 
transferred Columbia, South Carolina because the 
Charleston hotels were having difficulty providing 
enough space. The dates are the same, February 19, 
20, 21, 1948. Headquarters are the Wade Hampton 
Hotel. The Chairman Mrs. Kate Helms, 2620 
Preston Street, Columbia (formerly Chief, Division 
Child Welfare, State Department Public Wel- 
fare). 


The Ohio Valley Regional Conference will held 
March and 1948 Cleveland, Ohio. Head- 
quarters are the Hotel Cleveland. The Chairman 
Mr. William Lacy, Executive Director, Chil- 
dren’s Services, 1001 Huron Road, Cleveland 15, 
Ohio. 


The Midwestern Regional Conference will held 
March 11, and 13, 1948 Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
Headquarters are the Schroeder Hotei. The Chair- 
man Miss Margaret Winchell, Executive Director, 
Children’s Service Society Wisconsin, 734 North 
Jefferson Street, Milwaukee Wisconsin. 
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NEWS FROM THE FIELD 


NEW BASES FOR ELIGIBILITY NEW YORK CITY 
DAY-CARE 

own need, not the fact that his mother 
employed, will the basis admission public 
day-care centers New York City under the new 
program the Department Welfare. This decision 
accord with the principle that the best type 
care the child’s own home. Children are 
accepted the day-care centers only those 
stances where impossible for them cared for 
properly home, and only after consideration has 
been given the possibilities buttressing the home 
that the child can cared for there. 

Determination eligibility made after 
study the Department Welfare see whether 
admission day-care center would the best 
interests the child. This will done through 
counselor attached the center who will discuss the 
problem with the parent the time application 
made. visit will made the home before 
decision made, with the help the parent. Then, 
the child accepted, the counselor will maintain 
close relationship between the center and the family. 

Factors that will taken into consideration will 
the child’s age, the amount and type super- 
vision receiving, and the total social and 
economic resources the family, and addition, 
what help other than the day-care service available 
the community. For instance, drawing upon 
other services the welfare department, other 
public and private agencies the community, may 
possible for the child well cared for his 
own home. 

Heretofore, the day-care centers have accepted 
children primarily the basis the fact that their 
mothers were employed. The new program will not 
exclude the child working mother, but his need 
will evaluated against other factors. 

Three will the minimum entrance age the 
nursery groups. will eligible only 
exceptional cases, decision that line with the 
opinion specialists that group living for such young 
children and large inadvisable. 

Seventy-four the ninety-four centers will 
financed jointly the city and the New York 
State Youth Commission, the remainder the city 
alone. The Commission has allocated funds for 
3-month period fact finding and experimentation. 
The centers helping maintain are 
delinquency areas. 


“The Child” November, 1947. 
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Comments 

Each the major articles this issue the 
The Boarding Parents Apply Adopt, 
Intake Children’s Protective and Court Work, and 
Placing Agency Evaluates Cost and Practices, 
distinct contribution its own field; the first 
adoption, the second protective services and the 
third foster family care. But interestingly enough 
they have this common, each part concerned 
with the nature and degree agency responsibility 
essential giving these different services helpfully. 
Since casework emerges from voluntary giving and 
doing and for those who need help, natural 
that there should have followed period emphasis 
the rights the client self-determination. This 
emphasis needs continue but such way that 
does not obscure the unique responsibility which the 
agency must carry. These articles add much our 
understanding that the very right the client be- 
comes positive reality the responsibility the 
agency defined and asserted. 

But this not simple task. difficult enough 
for the caseworker assert responsibility when the 
client free choose reject the proffer help. 
That why for years now workers the protective 
field have been truly struggling over such definition. 
What rights and responsibilities must they assert and 
what does leave the client way rights. 
challenging and threatening does seem be, for 
instance, assert that service initiated the 
basis complaint, that have tried soften the 
blow stating that the services are initiated the 
basis “referral someone other than the person 
needing the service.” Referral has been way 
making service available client concerned with 
his problem, way getting agency client, 
the hope that then the client might get the help 
needs (if not always what seems want). 
some communities coneern about families marginal 
economic, social and intellectual groups has led the 
practice asking agencies give “protective 
service” the interests the children, offer help, 
stand by,” “supportive.” There question 
how helpful this service is, how long can 
continued. has been asserted that the value seems 
less the constructive change that the client 
seems achieve than feeling security because 
someone available just-in-case. protective serv- 
ice there can question that the time the 
initiation the service the parent has not indicated 
sufficient awareness concern about the neglect that 
makes him ready welcome the agency’s intrusion 
his problem. 
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What then are the respective responsibilities the 
agency and the client. threatened have some 
agencies felt the responsibility initiating 
service the basis complaint neglect that 
they have asserted their responsibility stand ready 
take each case court change made the 
child’s situation, and the same token that each 
parent must ready change—or else. Because 
this limited concept responsibility some protective 
agencies have been willing initiate service this 
authoritative basis only when they are certain that 
there such evidence neglect will stand 
under legal scrutiny, the court will take action for 
removal children. Still others only after there has 
been court action. This would limit the use case- 
work the protective field. Mrs. Shapakar’s state- 
ment responsibilities therefore particularly wel- 
come. The agency must receipt complaint, 
insofar possible the reliability its source should 
established. The agency must let the client know 
the complaint detail. must ready with 
the parent her feelings about the complaint and 
about her children, but also the agency has respon- 
sibility know their (children’s) care.” The 
worker must know about the difficulties the parents 
are having fulfilling their responsibilities their 
children. The parents have the right help change 
that situation bad for the children. But the 
agency still has role—even when the situation 
not bad that though the parents will not change 
the situation they may not brought court. Also 
the agency may take the situation into court without 
needing assurance that the children will removed. 
That is, intake protective agency, like that 
others, help the client know the problem, and 
what share responsibility does have its 

not need repeat all that has been said 
the subject but rather point the differential 
responsibility protective agency, that 
initiate service the basis complaint, clear 
that must hold the parents consideration the 
complaint neglect abuse, and what help they 
can use changing the situation where that 
necessary. Clear the value this approach, 
agency can challenged use its services though 
knows that times change will result except 
perhaps that the community will know just what the 
situation is, and though knows that times 
will not sustained its wish give the children 
better home situation. Only then can casework 
agency comfortable taking the necessary steps 
court action when the parents are unable use 
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help change situation which bad for children, 
and out line with implemented community stand- 
ards care children. And only this way can 
accumulate knowledge guide our work with 
the parents and our developing relationship with 
the court. 


BOOK NOTES 

1947, 216 pp. $3.00. 

This book has been specifically written for the 
guidance and reassurance young couples who want 
adopt baby. For many them this step will 
the first personal experience with agency and 
may easily also their first contact with any pro- 
fessional worker. Mrs. Lockridge realizes this and 
knows that there must still much anxiety and 
many doubts dispel. With this mind she makes 
step-by-step presentation which very complete 
but the same time simple and reassuring. 

The book begins with brief but comprehensive 
outline the nature and history adoption and 
the practices which agencies have developed safe- 
guard far possible the rights and happiness 
everyone whose life touched the process. 

There sketch the rapid growth that has taken 
place recent years legal adoption. Attention 
drawn the fact that laws are increasingly con- 
cerned not much with strictly legal matters, 
inheritance and the details the final court steps, 
but rather with the methods and procedures 
which both child and parent may protected and 
with the ways which the whole adventure may 
given the greatest chance success. 

The function adoption defined very simply 
bringing together under the most ideal cir- 
cumstances the homeless child and the childless 
adult” and after the background picture has been 
completed Mrs. Lockridge goes explain very 
clearly the steps which the agencies have found neces- 
sary make possible the fulfillment this function. 

facsimile standard adoption blank given 
and then the author starts out with the prospective 
parents and travels with them every step the way 
that they must follow from the time they make their 
momentous decision until the day when they may 
welcome into their home the longed-for baby. 
evident that she realizes that the first interview and 
the first home visit and above all the long period 
waiting are going hard experiences for adoptive 
parents face, but she knows that they under- 
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stand ahead time what expect, they will 
greatly helped. 

Mrs. Lockridge does not gloss over any the 
difficulties but her very obvious sympathy and under- 
standing create feeling confidence not only her 
presentation but also the honesty purpose the 
social workers with whom the parents may come 
contact. Mrs. Lockridge not professional social 
worker. She writer mystery stories and 
addition has been for many years charge pub- 
licity for the Child Placing and Adoption Agency 
the State Charities Aid Association, New York. 
Because she writing layman rather than 
professional she has been able all through the book 
emphasize the dignity social work. She has also 
taken the advantage emphasizing the fact that 
where people demand expert service for themselves 
for their community, their responsibility see 
that the agency adequately financed. 

This book will excellent guide not only for 
young people their quest for child but others who 
will also find useful. Board members and other 
laymen connected with children’s agencies frequently 
find themselves loss when confronted with com- 
munity grumbling because the so-called red tape 
the adoption practices their agencies. matter 
how strong their loyalty their conviction that the 
policies their agency are inherently sound, they 
still find great putting into words the 
reason for that faith. From this group well from 
would-be adopting parents, Child” will 
receive very warm welcome. 

Working closely with Mrs. Lockridge has been 
Miss Sophie van Theis, Secretary the Child 
Placing and Adoption Agency the State Charities 
Aid Association, and one the recognized authori- 
ties adoptions the country. The combination 
has been very happy one and has resulted book 
which professionally sound and yet which does not 
any point run into the essentially professional 
error accepting matters course, situations 
that are very far from obvious the newly interested 
layman. 

WILSON, Board Member 
Faith Home and Children’s 
Bureau, Houston, Texas 


Cases. Helen Dean. Welfare Council Metropolitan 
Los Angeles. Publication No. 1946. 133 pp. 

This study 1,839 unmarried parenthood 
cases active with health and welfare agencies 

Los Angeles County during April, 1944. Its value lies 
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partly its comparatively larger statistical sampling 
than most other studies. the other hand the time 
and place this study created different picture 
than might presented studies done com- 
munities different racial and economic complexion. 

the 1,839 cases studied, 52.3% were white, 
29.6% were Mexican, were other racial 
extraction, including Oriental and Indian. 

The age grouping was studied; 6215°% the total 
number were from 30, with the peak between 
and 24. This group made all adoption 
requests; 20.6% the group were over and 
under 18. Interestingly, this does not agree with 
national statistical figures for 1943, which reported 
all recorded illegitimate births were 
women between and years. One wonders how- 
ever national figures may have been affected the 
fact that the states permitting marital status 
revealed birth records were also the states where 
illegitimacy was among the youngest age groups, for 
example, some the southern states. 

The residence breakdown showed that 61% the 
requests for service were from legal residents 
Los Angeles county, from elsewhere 
fornia and from outside the state. Among 
casework agencies whom requests were made, 
over 50% 1,839 cases were from family agencies, 
14% were authoritarian agencies and maternity 
homes, most all the younger age group, 
under; 26% were child welfare agencies. Over 
the agencies were public welfare agencies; 37.2% 
all mothers requested financial assistance, which 
meant public agencies. 

The statistical picture the age the infants for 
whom adoption was requested was gratifying, for 
the requests plans were under way for children 
not yet born, and almost half the infants under 
care were less than year old. noteworthy that 
California, the State Welfare Department re- 
sponsible for investigations and reports the courts 
all adoption cases except step-parent and licensed 
adoption agency placements. 

Examination the part played putative fathers 
revealed that they were named the girls 85% 
the cases; were informed regarding the girls 
60% the cases, contact was had with social 
agencies 27.7%; but only 22% did the fathers 
offer contribute financially and otherwise. The 
smallest group contribute was white (9.2%); 52% 
the alleged fathers were single. The study would 
indicate tendency overlook the father cases 
unmarried parenthood. There may have been ex- 
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tenuating circumstances account for this and the 
study may not typical. differs from study 
500 cases 1946 New York state unmarried 
parent agency, where nearly half the fathers were 
active planning and more than half were contacted 
the agency. 

The study was useful endeavor determine 
where planning community-wide basis needed 
concentration and redirection; where intake policies 
needed redefinition; how knowledge community 
resources could made more widespread; how the 
adequacy adoption services might strengthened. 
With the mothers married men other than 
the fathers the children reported the study, 
brought out the need for study the social and legal 
problems, the registration the birth certificate, 
legislation around the legitimacy the child. The 
evidence that the governmental agencies were carry- 
ing more than half the caseload pointed the need 
strengthen public agency service unmarried 
parents and their children. lack integration 
between health agencies and casework agencies 
appeared. 

Any examination community’s services any 
group its citizens wholesome and intelligent, and 
its publication not only serves data for others but 
may hopefully spur other communities re-examine 
their services lack services for unmarried par- 
ents and their children. 


MULLEN, Executive Secretary 
Ingleside Home, Buffalo, New York 
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